THE INFLUENCE OF SCHOOLING
In the first place, supposing the above numerical equation
were fully confirmed, it might be illuminating to change
the emphasis m Mr. Burt's sentences, and say, "only to an
extent of about one half does performance in the Binet
Simon tests depend on schooling " That is a great deal,
to have tests half independent of schooling, even if they are
not wholly independent as enthusiasts hoped and believed.
Secondly, it has been pointed out that S in Burt's work
was not the "length of exposure " to schooling but the
standard attained in the school; and that it might equally
be said from his results that inborn intelligence determines
school standard as that schooling influences intelligence.
The cart and the horse are causally connected, but we
cannot tell from the correlation coefficients which is cart
and which is horse.1
The other piece of research, by Mr Hugh Gordon, puts <.o
a prolonged trial the assertion made by many test enthu-
siasts, and not altogether unsupported by definite instances,
that almost total absence of schooling leaves the Binet I.Q.
uninfluenced. To test this in a systematic way Mr Gordon
turned to two special classes in England, gypsies and canal
1 footnote, 1931 —A good deal of water has passed under the bridges
since the lecture of -which this chapter is a summary was given in 1924.
I have discussed the same or allied matters in Chapters VII and VIII of
A Modern Philosophy of Education (Allen & Unwin, 1929) where, especially
on pages 154-6, two repetitions of Burt's, or at least a similar, experiment
are descnbed which gave results much more in favour of inborn intelligence
than length of schooling as the cause of school success. These researches
are descnbed m the 27th Year-book of the Amencan National Society for
the Study of Education (Secretary, Guy 1H. Whipple, Danvers, Mass.) where
also a very full bibliography of the present problem is printed, and where
also later experiments similar to Dr Kate Gordon's (see p. 211 of the
present book) are set out
The most fervent exposition of the " nurture " side of the argument
(as against inborn " nature *') is of course Professor W, C. Bagley's Deter*
mintdm in Education (Baltimore, 1925), which ought to be read in conjunc-
tion with Brigham's Study oj American Intelligence, Princeton Univ. Press,
1923* Logically minded readers who have some training in mathematics
might like to read T L. Kelley's The Influence of Nurture upon JSTofrw
Differences (New York, Macmillan, 1926) but it is very hard reading not
lightly to be undertaken.
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